CHAPTER VII
THE SOCIAL BACKGROUND OF MODERN
NATIONALISM
i. OPINIONS ON THE CAUSES OF THE RISE OF NATIONALISM
THE INFLUENCE OF RULING CLASSES
Opinions on the causes of the rise of aggressive nationalism
in our age are widely divergent owing to differences in political
ideology, or in the sociological or philosophical outlook. Political
parties are compelled to oversimplify the explanation of social
facts, and to look at them from a one-sided point of view. Ab-
stract thinkers, too, often incline to overstating one single factor.
The recent rise of nationalism, however, cannot be traced to
one cause only,, and an objective investigation must take account
of many forces.
Liberals and democrats ascribe the phenomenon to the
ambitions of kings, the aristocracy and professional soldiers ;
they see in the rise of aggressiveness a relapse into the spirit of
the past, and also stress the influence of economic distress and
the lack of political education. Conservatives point out that the
rise of nationalism coincided with the decline of monarchies and
religion and that it was precisely certain modern achievements
like our technique of production and propaganda which have
made possible the fury of present national enmities and national
wars. Socialists burden capitalism with the responsibility, they
interpret international rivalries as the conflict of the striving of
the capitalists of different nations to monopolize markets, and
they regard the slogans of national honour or unity merely as
pretexts for breaking the power of the working class. The
nationalists, on the other hand, like to describe their policy as
aiming at the political and economic freedom of their nation.
In discussing these allegations it will be found that they all
mix truth with untruth, and that they all oversimplify the prob-
lem. As regards the warlike propensities of rulers and ruling
classes, history, indeed, offers many striking instances. In former
ages the aristocracy was primarily a warrior-class, and the king
often had to wage war in order to employ them abroad and to
prevent them from devastating his own realm and thereby des-
troying national unity. Sometimes, however, a king was even
more warlike than the privileged classes. On the whole, a new
dynasty and especially a usurper, had more need of wars for
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